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Millions of people now have a choice: accepting 
Tory austerity or joining Labour’s fightback 


MILLIONS of people now have a choice. 


You can choose David Cameron and the Tories 
who want to cut tax credits for working people, cut 
benefits for disabled people and people who have 
lost their jobs, raise tuition fees for students and 
cut taxes for the rich. 

Or you can choose Labour under our new leader 
Jeremy Corbyn. A quarter of a million people voted 
for Jeremy and real opposition to the Tories. We 
want to tax the rich, not the poor. We want a 
National Education Service free for everyone from 
nursery to university. 

A recent survey for the Independent newspaper 
found Jeremy Corbyn’s policies are popular: nation- 


LABOUR’S REVOLUTIONARY SOCIALIST VOICE 
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down rents to private landlords and raising corpo- 
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rate tax and an end to free schools and academies. 

And this is even before we’ ve started campaign- 
ing for them. So judge for yourself - unelectable? 

Now contrast them with the new Tory policies. 

Scrapping tax credits even though they prom- 
ised not to, spending billions on Trident and bomb- 
ing Syria, selling off social housing and cutting 
affordable housing and doing nothing to rescue the 
British steel industry. 

The Tories are in a hurry to do their dirty work 
and effect an irreversible transfer of wealth from 
the poor to the rich, well in advance of the next 
election. 

So we can’t wait until 2020. We need a mass 
social movement to bring down the Tories. Join 
Labour, join a union and join Red Flag today. 
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Where we stand 


RED FLAG is a revolutionary socialist initiative cam- 
paigning in the Labour Party, in the trade unions and 
among young people for: 


@ a revived Labour Party with socialist policies, under the 
democratic control of its new mass membership 

@ amass social movement to fight the Tory government with 
direct action, in the workplaces and on the streets 

@ a left-wing Labour government that breaks with the capi- 
talists and their agenda of austerity and war 





@ A National Education Service from cradle to grave, free at 
the point of delivery. Bring all schools and nurseries under 
public ownership under control of parents, teachers and 
oupils 

@ Massive investment in health including mental health serv- 
ices 

@ End PFI/PPP and renationalise privatised services. Restore 
local democracy: end the cap on local authority spending 











Extend democracy 





@ international solidarity with refugees, migrants and the 
workers of the world, not war, occupation and racism 

@ a democratically planned economy for equality and eco- 
logically sustainable development 

@ asocial revolution, a Socialist Republic of Britain and a so- 
Cialist world 





A revived Labour Party with socialist policies 


Jeremy's decisive win opens a huge opportunity to 
build a genuinely mass party in working class commu- 
nities, Campaigning in the workplaces and on the 
Streets around clear socialist policies. 


Against austerity 


@ 100% opposition to Tory austerity. No cuts to welfare, serv- 
ices, Jobs or pay 

@ Endctue! benefits sanctions - stop forcing disabled peo- 
ple to work 

@ Jax the rich, not the poor: raise taxes on business and the 
wealthy. Clamp down on tax avoidance 


A planned economy for the workers, not the rich 


@ Jake over the banks and financial institutions without com- 
pensation 
Merge the banks into a single state-owned investment 
bank under direct democratic control of the working class 
majority 

@ Jobs for all. For a massive programme of investment to 
create socially useful, sustainable jobs. End precarious 
working — make casual contracts permanent, including ap- 
orenticeships 


@ Share the work. Cut the hours to a maximum 30 hour 
working week and reduce the retirement age to 60 for all 











Fight exploitation 


@ Raise the minimum wage to £10 an hour, for all, regardless 
of age 

Work or full pay. Benefits for the unemployed and pensions 
for the retired at the level of minimum wage or final salary, 
whichever is higher. Pensions to be nationalised and guar- 
anteed 
End the pay freeze. Peg wages to a people's cost of living 
index 
Nationalise the top monopolies under workers control and 
without compensation. This to include the great food, 
water, energy, transport, infrastructure, pharmaceutical, 
manufacturing, property, retail, technology and telecoms 
conglomerates 


Draw up a socialist economic plan through mass direct 
democracy, matching production and distribution to pop- 
ular need not private greed 

Cancel the national debt to the private bondholders and 
refuse to submit to blackmail from international financial in- 
stitutions 














Public services, not private rip-offs 


® Build and improve publicly owned social housing all over 
Britain, cutting rents, guaranteeing tenancies, stopping the 





@ Abolish anti-trade union laws. Employment protection from 
day 1 


e Votes at 16 


@ Nationalise the media, guarantee right to reply, launch new 
mass media under democratic control of the labour move- 
ment 


@ Abolish 
cil 





the Monarchy, the House of Lords, the Privy Coun- 


@ For asingle chamber, elected by proportional representa- 
tion 


@ Self-determination for Scotland and Wales, including the 
right to separate from the UK if a majority choose tt 


Defend our environment 
@ Reinstate solar and wind projects 


® Stop fracking 
@ Phase out fossil fuels 
@ Promote a planned shift to sustainable energy 


Against discrimination and oppression 


@ Noto racism in all its forms, to Islamophobia, anti-Semitism 
and national chauvinism 

@ No to sexism, complete equality for women, equal pay 
Now 

@ No to oppression and discrimination against lesbian, gay, 
bisexual and transgender people 

@ Free abortion on demand 

@ 24-hour free childcare facilities for all 


® Noto discrimination on grounds of disability. Abolish Work 
Capability Assessment, reinstate all benefits 





Internationalism not imperialism 


@ Cancel Trident 
@ Britain out of NATO 


@ Welcome refugees and migrants. Yes to freedom of move- 
ment, no to immigration controls 

@ No more imperialist wars. Troops out of Afghanistan, East- 
ern Europe, Ireland and all overseas postings 

@ Don't bomb Syria — no to British wars. Solidarity with Syr- 
ians and Kurds fighting ISIS and Assad 

@ Stop backing Israel, its occupations and wars. Boycott |s- 
rael and support Palestinian self-determination and the re- 
tum of Palestinian refugees 


@ Nota penny or a person for the defence of the billionaires’ 
system. Not a standing army loyal to the establishment, 
but a defence force of the working class majority 











@ No to the undemocratic institutions of the EU. No to a 
British nationalist walkout — for a United Socialist States of 
Europe 


Strengthen the labour and working class 
movement 





We can revive the Labour Party and the trade 


>a revolutionary socialist platform 
for Labour and the working class 


unions, recruiting the young and the old, the working 
and the unemployed, the casual workers, women, 
black and Asian people, migrant workers, LGBT peo- 
ple, the skilled and unskilled, the manual and the office 
workers, 


@ End the bans on socialists and the purge of new mem- 
bers. Restore the right of local Labour Parties to select and 
if necessary deselect their local and parliamentary candi- 
dates 


@ Full policy-making powers to be in 
bership, not the MPs or grandees 


@ Labour MPs to be under the democratic control of the 
party's membership, not the other way round 

@ For a democratic and socialist constitution for Labour that 
sets public ownership and socialism as our goals 


@ For workplace Labour Party branches and mass Labour 
women's, BME, LGBT and youth organisations 

@ |abour councils should refuse to carry out Tory cuts and 
rally nationwide resistance including coordinated strike ac- 
tion against undemocratic Tory disqualifications and any 
attempted imposition of commissioners 


@ A\l Labour and union officials to be subject to regular re- 
election and to the right of the members to recall them, 
and to be paid the average wage of the workers they rep- 
resent 

@ For cross-union and cross-industrial combines of workers 


that can take action even against the wishes of union offi- 
Cials where necessary 








the hands of the mem- 



































@ Workers of all countries, unite - build an international union 
of revolutionary socialist parties 


A mass social movement to fight the Tory gov- 
emment 


We can't wait until 2020 to get rid of the Tories. With 
such a small majority, the Tories can be beaten, if we 
mobilise mass action, 


@® Strikes against Tory cuts to pay, conditions and services. 
Solidarity strikes 


@ Occupy all services and facilities facing closure 


@ Mass civil disobedience to support strikes and occupa- 
tions 


@ For a general strike if the Tories try to ban, prosecute or 
surcharge unions or their members for taking action 


@ For Councils of Resistance, with delegates from local 
union branches and workplaces, from tenants’ cam- 
paigns, antiracist and women’s initiatives, student and 
youth groups and Labour Party branches 


For revolution 


@ Even a House of Commons of 630 Jeremy Corbyns 
would not be enough to legislate capitalism out of exis- 
tence, because faced with a mortal threat to their profits 
and privileges the ruling class would use all means at their 
disposal to restore their order, including a military coup 








e@ A left-wing Labour government should not accept the sab- 
otage of the rich, but should be a workers’ government 
and take power out of the hands of the unelected civil ser- 


vants, CEOs, security chiefs and generals 


We need amass party committed to revolution, which will 
mean the forcible dispossession of the ruling class through 
direct action from below, breaking up their unelected ap- 
paratus of coercion, taking power into the hands of work- 
ers’ councils and a working class defence force 





@ loday hundreds of thousands of people are changing 
British politics. Soon millions can change Britain. All to- 
gether, we can bring down the Tories and open the road 
to a working class government and a social revolution e 
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Joined Labour and not being made as welcome as you'd have liked? Keen to get 
the hundreds of new members in your area active? 
Then try these 5 helpful tips to get people involved 


1 HOLD A SOCIAL EVENT It doesn't have to be all-signing, all-dancing...though that would 
be ideal. A local hall, someone's house, a local cafe or meeting room is fine. Make sure 
people can drop in - try a Saturday afternoon. 

VISIT THEM Party activists frequently spend weeknights and weekends knocking on 
voters' doors across the wards and constituencies. So why not spend a weekend or 
two knocking on new members’ doors - there are hundreds in most constituencies - 


and talking to them about getting involved. 


HAVE LIVELY BRANCHES Make sure the routine business isn't allowed to crowd out 
discussion of the issues that energised hundreds of thousands and brought them into 
the party. Set discussions on topics like tax credits, refugees, the future of education, 


Trident and Syria, women's liberation etc. 


DO STREET STALLS Get leaflets and sign up sheets and take to the streets to recruit 
new people. You'll probably meet quite a few that have already joined in the recent wave! 
Choose working class areas and bring in people from diverse backgrounds. 


THINK ABOUT BECOMING A BRANCH OFFICER Why not become social secretary, 
membership officer, branch secretary? That way all your good ideas on welcoming new 
members can be put in practice every week. 


Take the fight to 
the Tories! 


JEREMY DEWAR urges all members to seize the moment 


THE TORIES have wasted no time. 

More anti-union laws, less social hous- 
ing, new wars. Cameron and Osborne are 
railroading Bills through Parliament. 

The Tories have launched a class war 
against ordinary people. So the labour 
movement has every right to respond by 
placing ourselves on a war footing. And 
now we have an anti-austerity leadership 
we can fight back on all fronts: the polit- 
ical, the industrial and the social. 

Politically we have already exposed 
how weak the Tories really are. The 
Lords defeat threw the government onto 
the back foot over working tax credit 
cuts. Tory backbenchers were panicked, 
their ministers visibly angry. 

Jeremy Corbyn should demand Labour 
MPs oppose every austerity Bill: tabling 
amendments to slow down their passage, 
exposing their callous nature, linking up 
with protesters outside parliament — and 
getting every one of our MPs to vote 
against the Tories. 

Recalcitrant Blairites should — to coin 
a phrase - be whipped into line. Those 
MPs who still think they are in “New 
Labour” are on borrowed time. The left 
have a clear majority in the party and we 
have every right to replace MPs who 
vote with the Tories with ones that op- 
pose them. 

When workers see their politicians act- 
ing as spokespeople for the people, they 
are encouraged. Red Flag encourages Je- 
remy, John and the whole Shadow Cabi- 
net to give 100% backing to strike action 
against the cuts. 

Steel workers, whose jobs and commu- 
nities are threatened, should stop produc- 
tion and occupy the furnaces and mills. 
That would turn Redcar and Scunthorpe 
from an embarrassment for the Tories 
into a crisis for their rotten government. 

Today strike figures remain compara- 
tively low. This is in part due to the weak 





response of the official union leaders, 
who under the last government failed to 
mount any sort of effective national re- 
sistance on pensions, over Grangemouth 
oil refinery and over public sector pay. 

The TUC tops have backed Jeremy, 
but there is no sign that they intend to 
lead an industrial fightback. So it falls to 
the rank and file to organise a campaign, 
one that demands co-ordinated and sus- 
tained strikes against job losses, includ- 
ing and defiance of the Tory anti-union 
laws. 

Red Flag wants to bring the spirit of 
the Corbyn movement into the unions, 
taking democratic control of our own 
disputes, replacing officials who obstruct 
action with ones who help us fight, and 
taking unofficial action whenever our 
leaders refuse to act. 

We want to help build a social move- 
ment of direct action: occupations 
against evictions, blockades against 
deportations, confrontations with min- 
isters responsible for welfare cuts. 

In every town and city, unified and 
democratic anti-cuts groups need to 
draw in delegates from workplaces, 
housing estates and Labour branches. 
Together we should form local coun- 
cils of resistance and a national feder- 
ation. 

We cannot afford to wait till 2020. If 
we do, there could be precious little 
left to defend. Terrible as it is to con- 
sider, if we sit on our hands the Tories 
could win yet again, as apathy replaces 
anger. 

On the other hand, a wave of struggle 
could show millions, in practice, that 
there is an alternative. More than that, 
those millions could get active, help us 
transform the Labour party and build a 
mass movement to bring down the To- 
ries and bring a left wing Labour gov- 
ernment to power. 
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Keep up the Momentum 


100,000 people who signed up to Jeremy Corbyn's campaign over the summer, ticked 
the box to indicate they wanted to keep in touch and get active after the election. Many 
are new activists or returnees to the party. Now the team behind Jeremy4Leader has de- 
cided to launch Momentum - a new movement to encourage them to join Labour and 
fight the Tories. 

Launch meetings have attracted audiences of varying size, but where the message has 
spread, usually via social media, large groups of activists have rallied. Those who have 
contacted the interim leaders have received a warm welcome and helpful assistance. A 
first national day of action on 24 October, taking the voter registration campaign onto the 
streets, was a success in many towns and cities across the country. 

It is early days but this is an encouraging start. 

Naturally there has been some debate at these meetings as to exactly what sort of or- 
ganisation Momentum should be. Some would like it to be principally an anti-austerity 
movement, running the danger of duplicating the work of the People's Assembly. 

We think Momentum should be exactly what the 100,000 Corbyn supporters wanted; to 
combine fighting Tory austerity in the here and now with a fight for socialist policies inside 
the Labour party; for its democratisation so that Labour councillors and MPs stop voting 
for cuts or supporting Tory wars. 

Some organisations, like the SWP and the Socialist Party, who have attended local Mo- 
mentum meetings, are trying to divert Momentum from the struggle inside Labour. We 
think this is wrong.. The success of the Corbyn revolution depends on Labour Party 
members organising within Labour to put the party at the head of resistance to Tory cuts 
and champion a socialist alternative. 












Don’t bomb Syria - don’t renew 
Trident 


DAVID Cameron is threatening to put a series of votes to the Commons that would radically up the 
tempo of the war drums. 

First there is his stated aim to expand the UK's theatre of operations in the Middle East to include bomb- 
ing Syria. Labour has already, two years ago, thwarted this aim, when the intended target was Assad's 
regime. And while today’s intended target is ISIS, this would remain a reactionary war. 

Cameron does not care one jot about the suffering Syrian people. His attitude to refugees tells us all we 
need to know about this “humanitarian”. More bombs in Syria would cost more innocent lives (“collateral 
damage”), create more refugees and ultimately cause yet more young Muslims to turn to the reactionary 
dead-end of Islamist terrorism in despair at the barbaric actions of imperialism. 

Jeremy Corbyn has suggested that Labour MPs, even shadow ministers, could vote for British planes to 
bomb Syria - even without a United Nations mandate. But we should all know what the UN is. All the per- 
manent members of its Security Council, including Russia, are up to their necks in Syrian blood. UN 
mandate or not, Jeremy should tell all our MPs, including Hilary Benn and Maria Eagle, vote against 
more bloodshed in the Middle East. 

Next there is the Tories' determination to renew Trident. 

Scottish Labour voted by an overwhelming 70 per cent to scrap Britain's nuclear weapons. They did so 
on “members’ day” when every Labour supporter could hear the debate. There can be little doubt that the 
same would happen in a UK-wide party conference under the same conditions. 

This ts the first policy victory for the left since Corbyn's election. We need the left MPs on the shadow 
cabinet to take the lead and commit the party to opposing Trident, not only in parliament but on the 
streets, in the dockyards and around the world. 

At the same time we need to commit to not a single job loss when Trident goes — and we need to start 
planning how we'll create real alternative jobs for those skilled workers, so their communities thrive and 
they are not thrown on the scrapheap. 





RED FLAG welcomes debate within the labour movement. Send letters and 
articles for submission to contact@redflagonline.org 
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Labour left gathers momentum 





> MATT HALE from Sheffield Central CLP (pc) spoke to RED FLAG about the local Corbyn4Leader campaign 


RED FLAG: HOW DID JEREMY’S CAM- 
PAIGN GO IN SHEFFIELD? 


MATT HALE: We initially started 
with an open organising meeting, 
inviting both Labour Party members 
and trade unionists, where we 
planned a series of events. 

We ran numerous phone banks 
and put in place several workplace 
visits, not just with the message of 
Jeremy Corbyn standing but also 
about revitalising the labour move- 
ment. 


RF: WHAT HAVE YOU DONE SINCE? 


MH: Since then, Sheffield4Corbyn 
has evolved into Sheffield Momen- 


tum, which has a steering group 
with representatives from each of 
the different CLPs in the city. The 
basis for doing this is so that in 
each of the CLPs and the branches 
we can put forward a united chal- 
lenge. 

The second thing we did was to 
take up the national campaign to 
register new voters before the cut- 
off date at the end of November be- 
fore the electoral boundaries are 
changed. 

At a branch level, we want to 
focus on making them more out- 
ward-facing and less dominated by 
internal Labour Party business. We 
are planning to do this by holding 
political meetings on different topics 


in an attempt to engage with the 
wider public. 


RF: SO WHAT ARE YOUR PLANS FOR 
THE FUTURE? 


MH: The first thing to say is that 
more needs to be done at a city- 
wide level. One ward meeting has 
put out a call for a city-wide labour 
movement conference. This pro- 
posal is now going to be discussed 
at the Sheffield District Party level. 
Momentum also needs to engage 
with the trade union movement. It 
also needs to put forward ideas 
about how we are going to democ- 
ratise the Labour Party, particularly 
at constituency level. For example, 


we should call for CLPs to actively 
support all and any form of indus- 
trial action. 

While the new membership of the 
Labour Party is not allowed to par- 
ticipate in the selection process of 
council candidates, it’s important for 
wards and CLPs to put forward mo- 
tions committing the Labour group 
not to implement any of the Tory 
cuts. 

And if that means breaking the 
law, then so be it. This should be 
coupled with demands that a future 
Labour government compensates 
any losses incurred by Labour 
councils by refusing to implement 
cuts. They can do this by taxing the 
rich. 





elcome back, welcome home? 


> MARC DAUNCEY interviewed a returning Labour Party member in South Wales 


THESE are tumultuous times for the Labour 
Party after Jeremy Corbyn’s dramatic win 
and a huge influx of activists. Nowhere is 
that more evident than at the grassroots, local 
level — constituency and branch meetings. 
But how are these new activists finding the 
experience? We interviewed a new member 
and Corbyn supporter from South Wales to 
find out more. 


SO, FIRST TELL ME ABOUT YOUR BACK- 
GROUND IN THE LABOUR MOVEMENT? 


I joined the Electrical Trades Union at the 
age of 16 years as an apprentice in 1959 and 
remained in this union for 30 years. I took an 
active part in union issues at shop-floor level, 
taking part in strikes over piecework, and 
low pay. 

Another influence in my views on social- 
ism came about in the late 1960s with the ad- 
vent of the hippy movement. I started 
reading underground magazines which were 
full of writings by Marxist and revolutionary 
thinkers. I listened avidly to folk singers such 
as Ewan McColl and blues singers who sang 
about the hardship of life. 


WHAT WERE THE FACTORS THAT EVENTU- 
ALLY ENDED YOUR SUPPORT FOR LABOUR? 


When Tony Blair went along with President 
Bush and America’s plan to invade Iraq and 
topple Saddam Hussein. 


YOU REJOINED AFTER CORBYN’S LEADER- 
SHIP ELECTION? 


Yes. With Jeremy Corbyn and John McDon- 
nell leading the party I finally felt that these 
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were politicians I could trust to reverse the 
direction Labour had taken over the last few 
decades. 

My Labour MP who was parachuted in 
during the Blair years has always been 
pretty supine. I wanted to be in a better po- 
sition to deselect him with the support of 
other new members. That suddenly seemed 
viable. 


AFTER REJOINING, HOW EASY WAS IT TO 
FIND OUT ABOUT LOCAL BRANCH AND CLP 
MEETINGS? 





Initially I was inundated with calls and 
emails from various factions, but there 
was no welcome from the local CLP. I had 
to find out about times and dates via my 
daughter who knows a local councillor. 
The constituency has 70 new members 
but none were contacted. We weren’t given 
any idea how the branches and the CLP in- 
terrelated and generally were left to try and 
work it out. We were also surprised to learn 
that there was no use of social media and no 
agenda available for meetings. I suspect 


there [IS an agenda — but not one that they 
are willing to share. 


WHEN YOU ATTENDED, HOW DID THINGS 
PAN OUT? 


The first thing we were told was that we 
would not be allowed to vote on anything. 
The people who run it have done so for 
decades and are associated with New 
Labour. The meeting degenerated into a 
shouting match, with the MP sat there say- 
ing nothing. It’s not tenable for Labour to 
win over half a million new members and 
supporters but then refuse to give them a 
voice. 


WHAT ADVICE WOULD YOU GIVE TO OTH- 
ERS IN A SIMILAR SITUATION? 


I think the only way things will change is if 
CLP members get the right to vote on party 
issues — maybe by turning the CLP meeting 
into what is known as an All Members 
Meeting. Change needs to come from the 
top, but McDonnell told me the days of the 
party leadership dictating these things are 
over — unfortunately we are still stuck with 
the Blairite rump. 


WHAT ARE YOUR THOUGHTS ABOUT THE 
FUTURE OF THE PARTY? 


I feel quite optimistic about the support 
from young people and returning support- 
ers. We are also much more savvy with so- 
cial media, something the old guard struggle 
with. Ultimately they will realise we aren’t 
going away... these problems will be over- 
come when that finally dawns on them. 
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The class struggle inside Labour 


> DAVE STOCKTON shows the right are preparing their counter-attack - So we should prepare ourselves too 





HUNT: WANTS THE “1%” TO LEAD LABOUR 
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DANCZUK: ATTACKING CORBYN IN THE DAILY MAIL 





UMUNNA: PRIORITY IS BUSINESS FIRST 




















JEREMY Corbyn won Labour’s leadership 
election by mobilising hundreds of thou- 
sands with his call for Labour to break with 
the austerity consensus and lead opposition 
to cuts, privatisation and war. 

The comprehensive nature of Corbyn’s 
victory has opened up a serious struggle 
over the Party’s future direction. The 
Blairite right have been quick off the mark. 

Tristram Hunt has been touring the uni- 
versities, pouring scorn on Labour’s new 
leader. In Sheffield he argued that Labour 
had “marched decisively away from the 
views of voters on issues that are funda- 
mental to our electoral prospects: immigra- 
tion, personal financial interest, welfare, 
public services and business”. 

Hunt wants Labour to be tougher on mi- 
grants and welfare claimants and in cutting 
public services. He wants to pander to the 
“aspirational” middle classes, and racist 
prejudices on immigration. 

At Cambridge he summed this up suc- 
cinctly: “You are the top 1 per cent. The 
Labour party is in the shit.” There speaks a 
true representative of the pro-capitalist ten- 
dency in the Party. 

Jeremy’s victory has exposed this historic 
contradiction in the Party, that goes back to 
its very foundation: between a pro-capitalist 
leadership and a pro-working class base in 
the unions, constituencies and amongst vot- 
ers. 

After years of being sidelined and taken 
for granted, suddenly members and trade 
unionists were able to use the new one- 
member-one-vote system to speak out, giv- 
ing Jeremy a crushing 59.5 per cent 
majority. 

Labour now has approaching 400,000 
members, 100, 000 registered supporters 
and 80,000 affiliated union supporters. Cor- 
byn’s victory gives them a mandate to re- 
orient the Party and set out a radically 
different programme for future elections. 

Jeremy and his closest ally John McDon- 
nell have denounced the Tories’ new Wel- 
fare Bill as punishing the poorest, in sharp 
contrast to Harriet Harman, who in June di- 
rected Labour MPs to abstain on it. 

Corbyn also opposed the Trade Union 
Bill and proudly acknowledged the role 








unions and socialists played in founding 
Labour. He has appealed to all those who 
have left the party to “come home’, sug- 
gesting that the bans on Marxists and Trot- 
skyists could be rescinded. 


THE RIGHT WING ORGANISES 


Jeremy repeated at conference his opposi- 
tion to Trident. His statement that he would 
never authorise a nuclear attack led to crit- 
icism from shadow cabinet colleagues 
Maria Eagle and Hilary Benn. However, 
opinion polls show that this is closer to the 
views of most people than the Labour es- 
tablishment. 

The incomplete character of Corbyn's 
revolution, relying on his election as leader, 
lies in the Party’s federal structure. The Par- 
liamentary Labour Party (PLP) in particular 
has always felt free to ignore conference 
decisions it did not like. 

Most of Labour’s 7,000 councillors will 
not quickly become anti-austerity champi- 
ons. Many have been selling off housing, 
school playing fields and other council as- 
sets while cutting services. The bureaucracy 
at Party HQ, inherited from the old regime, 
will do their best to frustrate Corbyn and 
McDonnell. 

In the constituencies, there have been al- 
ready attempts to resume the witch-hunts 
of the 1980s. Supporters of the Alliance for 
Workers’ Liberty have had long standing 
Party memberships revoked. Labour should 
reinstate all the expelled or excluded social- 
ists. 


CONCESSIONS 


Under this sustained attack, Jeremy and 
John have already made a number of con- 
cessions. Some, like putting so many of 
their opponents into the shadow cabinet, are 
tactical, given the right wing majority in the 
PLP. But appointing Benn to Foreign Af- 
fairs and Eagle to Defence is dangerous. In 
these posts Labour’s loyalty — to British 
imperialism or to the international working 
class — will be put to the test. Will Labour 
support Trident? Will it back the bombing 
of Syria? We already know where Benn and 











Eagle will stand. 

There are reports that a meeting between 
these shadow minsters and Corbyn decided 
that Labour MPs could vote to bomb Syria, 
even without a UN Security Council man- 
date. If so, this would demonstrate just how 
far the left has to go to establish control 
over the PLP. If Jeremy himself were to 
vote for such action, then this would be a 
terrible betrayal of the entire movement. 

Another serious concession is ducking a 
fight over restoring mandatory reselection, 
the membership’s automatic right to select 
parliamentary candidates. Unless this is re- 
versed soon, it could saddle a majority left 
wing membership with a disloyal PLP se- 
lected in days of Blair and Brown, with 
only a handful of new left MPs. 

John McDonnell made an even more se- 
rious concession on Labour councillors and 
local cuts, saying: ““The situation the coun- 
cils are now in 1s, if they don’t set a budget, 
a council officer will do it for them. There 
is no choice for them anymore.” 

This concession threatens to undermine 
the foundations for any anti-austerity and 
anti-cuts alliance between Labour and the 
grassroots resistance. We need a radical 
about-turn from Labour councils to make 
the party integral to the fightback. 

This means telling people, now, exactly 
how much is being spent on services, ex- 
actly how much money comes in, and ex- 
actly how much the Tories wants us to cut. 
No more secret accounting behind closed 
doors. 

Labour councillors must stop treating 
public sector unions as enemies, and should 
take their side without hesitation, standing 
with them on picket lines and calling for 
solidarity. 

Most controversially, Labour councillors 
should not bow to Tory demands, and 
should instead refuse to carry out the cuts. 
Yes, the Tories will then suspend them and 
impose unelected commissioners. But if 
every Labour council, or a large enough 
number of them, refused to do the Tories’ 
bidding, then the Tories would have to try 
to scrap local democracy across huge 
swathes of urban Britain. 

Alongside a wave of public sector union 








strikes to save services, we could then have 
councillors appealing to workers to occupy 
workplaces, and build towards a general 
strike in defence of local services and 
democracy. 

With their tiny majority, the Tories would 
never be able to withstand this, provided 
that the Labour movement’s leadership was 
determined to fight and win. 

Otherwise the fight against cuts will be 
just hot air in parliament, and a historic op- 
portunity to transform the Party into a ve- 
hicle to defeat the decimation of local 
services will be wasted. 


KEEPING UP THE MOMENTUM 


Unless the branches and constituencies 
welcome in the new mass membership, 
turning them into activists, then sooner or 
later the right will move to oust Jeremy and 
reclaim Labour for austerity and war. 

The formation of local groups of Corbyn 
supporters, and of Momentum nationally, 
is a Step in the right direction. They should 
continue their mass recruitment online, on 
the streets and in the workplaces. 

They should mobilise to change Labour’s 
official policies both nationally and locally. 
Then it will be possible to demand that MPs 
and councillors carry out party policy, and 
to replace them if they don’t. 

This makes it vital to democratise the 
party from top to bottom: to restore and en- 
hance the sovereignty of conference; to 
make it easier for branches, constituencies 
and affiliated members to submit resolu- 
tions; and to overturn all the bans used to 
purge the left from the Party. 

But a powerful movement of rank and 
file Party members, trade unionists and 
youth must not simply be uncritical sup- 
porters of the new Labour leadership. This 
leadership is under extreme pressure, and 
needs to feel the critical support of a polit- 
ically alert membership. 

Above all, it is vital to bring the new 
members and supporters into the forefront 
of the fight against the Tories, not just as a 
‘social movement” alongside the party, but 
as political movement to make Labour a 
mass party of and for the working class. 
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Nationalise the steel industry! 


BRITISH steel is in crisis. While cheap 
Chinese is steel being “dumped” on 
world markets, three body blows have 
been inflicted on steel production. 

The SSI steelworks in Redcar is going 
into liquidation, with the government re- 
fusing to offer any lifeline. A moth- 
balling operation will now see 2,200 
jobs go, in a devastating blow to a 
Teesside already suffering from Tory 
austerity and long term manufacturing 
decline. 

Next up is the partial liquidation of 
Caparo steel in Oldbury with 1,700 jobs 
at risk, and knock-on effects for a fur- 
ther 34,000 manufacturing jobs across 
the Black Country. 

Finally, Tata has announced job losses 
of 1,200 at plants in Scunthorpe and La- 
narkshire. 


INSULTS AND EMPTY RHETORIC 


The Tories have offered a measly £80 
million for retraining in Teesside, and a 


pathetic £9 million to support Scun- 
thorpe’s local economy, while still talk- 
ing about a service-based “Northern 
Powerhouse”. Unite’s Tony Burke has 
slammed the Tories for their “woefully 
inadequate response’, while steelwork- 
ers’ union Community says the govern- 
ment should defend jobs. 

But what are the unions actually 
doing? After a 2,000-strong protest in 
Teesside shortly after the announce- 
ment, and a Save Our Steel protest at 
Middlesbrough’s Riverside stadium, 
union leaders have put their efforts into 
pleas and petitions, with Community 
reps joining MPs to launch a campaign 
of sending postcards to David 
Cameron. 

Community’s general secretary Roy 
Rickhuss has asked the government to 
“ensure that the industrial assets are 
protected and skills are retained to give 
steelmaking a chance for the future”. 
Middlesbrough’s Labour MP Andy Mc- 
Donald wants the Redcar plant safely 


“mothballed”’, presumably until produc- 
tion can be restarted on a profitable, pri- 
vate basis. 

But how does a “safe” mothballing 
operation help save jobs? Instead of 
urging the government to make British 
steel more competitive, Community 
should organise national action imme- 
diately. 

Union leaders and Labour MPs are 
covering up their inaction with “Buy 
British” protectionism. But import con- 
trols won't save jobs. Cut throat compe- 
tition and excess capacity are features 
of a capitalism in crisis across the 
world. Expropriating the steel industry 
here would be one step towards ending 
this system. Time for steelworkers to 
act! 


OCCUPY, STRIKE, NATIONALISE 


All threatened plants including their 
furnaces should be occupied, with 
unions mounting nationwide solidarity 
strikes to defend the industry. If the 


leaders stall on this, as they will, then 
the rank and file must seize the initia- 
tive. 

Action committees of steelworkers 
not prepared to lie down should call 
mass meetings at affected plants to or- 
ganise direct action. A grassroots rebel- 
lion could act as a beacon to 
steelworkers nationally. 

Jeremy Corbyn has called for state in- 
tervention, including “joint enterprise 
with the company concerned or taking 
it into ownership”. He should be 
clearer. 

Only full nationalisation of all the 
threatened plants — with no compensa- 
tion to the owners and under the control 
of the workforce — will do. This in turn 
poses the nationalisation of the whole 
industry, not just individual plants. The 
current owners have lost their right to 
have any say in running the industry. 

If Labour called for this there can be 
no doubt that steelworkers and their 
communities would rally and leap into 
action. 





Kall the Union Bill 


> ANDY YORKE CWU (pc) 


THE TORIES’ Trade Union Bill 
will ramp up Britain’s anti- 
union laws, already among the 
most repressive in Europe. Lib- 
erty and the British Institute of 
Human Rights have con- 
demned the Bill as an attack 
on civil rights. 

The Tories’ aim is to finally 
destroy the welfare state by 
breaking the public sector 
unions’ resistance, to create 
permanent legal obstacles to 
effective strike action and to 
slash trade unionists’ rights to 
unionise and to support politi- 
cal parties, cutting funds to 
Labour while financiers con- 
tinue to pour millions into the 
Tories’ coffers. 

The Bill will: 

* Double the notice period for 
strike action to two weeks 

- Impose legal requirements 
undermining and harassing 
pickets 

* Allow bosses to use agency 
labour to break strikes 

* Abolish “check off” of union 
dues and cut facility time for 
reps 

* Give the Certification Offi- 
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cer more powers to investigate 
and intimidate unions 

* Require members to rejoin 
their union’s political fund 
every five years 

The Bill also requires a 50 
per cent turnout and, in “es- 
sential services” 40 per cent of 
union members to vote for 
strike action. This when the To- 
ries got elected with only 23 
per cent support in the elec- 
torate! 

To combat this, the TUC 
voted for “generalised” strike 
action in September and set a 
day of action for 2 November, 
just before the Bill’s third and 
final reading — but called no 
strikes. 

The last few days have seen 
unofficial walkouts in Plymouth 
Royal Mail over the overuse of 
agency staff and at London 
university SOAS in defence of 
sacked rep Sandy Nicoll. 

This shows we can defeat 
the Bill. But the rank and file 
will have to take action along- 
side the unions officials where 
possible and without them 
where necessary. 





Victory at the 
National Gallery 


> REBECCA ANDERSON PCS (0c) 


NATIONAL Gallery staff have 
ended their indefinite strike 
having won serious conces- 
sions after 100 days of action. 

Originally opposing moves to 
privatise the security and visi- 
tor services, PCS members 
also demanded the London 
Living Wage and later the rein- 
statement of Candy Udwin, a 
senior union rep who was 
sacked on trumped up 
charges early on in the dispute 
in an attempt to break the 
strike. 

This heroic strike, which saw 
thousands collected for the 
PCS hardship fund and soli- 
darity events organised across 
the country, did not overturn 
privatisation, but did win im- 
portant guarantees. 

Securitas agreed to pay the 
London Living Wage, and not 
to change terms and condi- 
tions without agreement from 
the union. New staff will be 
employed on broadly the same 
terms and conditions. 


Some PCS members believe 
that they could have stopped 
privatisation altogether if strike 
action had escalated faster, 
and if they had held action be- 
fore Securitas was announced 
as the “preferred bidder”. 

But even this partial victory 
has been hugely inspiring, 
showing that employers can 
be forced to back down over 
victimisations. AS Candy 
pointed out repeatedly at ral- 
lies and protests: “If you had 
asked us a year ago what kind 
of strike action would be most 
effective, we would have said 
five or six two-hour strikes. If 
you’d told us that we were 
going to take five or six weeks 
of strike action we wouldn’t 
have believed you.” 

This shows that escalating 
action can force significant 
concessions. We need more 
strikes like this to defeat the 
austerity and privatisation 
being meted out by the Tory 
government. 


/ 





Tax credit cuts punish the poor 


> BERNIE MCADAM Says millions can’t afford to wait until 2020 for a Labour government 


TORY plans to reduce tax credits have 
been defeated in the House of Lords. 
This is a welcome setback for Osborne, 
but he is still determined to grab £4.4 bil- 
lion from low paid workers and the self- 
employed. The Lords’ vote will delay 
Osborne’s plans by three years, but his 
Autumn Statement will reveal fresh at- 
tempts to implement these “reforms”. 

Osborne has faced unexpected anger 
over his plans. This was highlighted by a 
tearful Tory voter on BBC’s Question 
Time who broke down saying, “You’re 
about to cut tax credits when you said 
you wouldn’t”. Tory MP Heidi Allen 
even used her maiden speech in the 
Commons to denounce the proposals — 
but couldn't bring herself to vote against 
them. 

The cuts would leave over three mil- 
lion families £1,300 a year worse off, 
and the House of Commons library esti- 
mate that some are due to lose £3,000 a 
year. They will significantly increase 


ity to survive” as Jeremy Corbyn put it. 

Research conducted by UNISON re- 
veals that teaching assistants, social 
workers and other key public sector 
workers could lose more than £1,500, at 
a time when there is already a public 
sector pay freeze. 

The Tory plans are part of a gener- 
alised attack that will see £12 billion cut 
from the welfare budget. Cameron’s 
“delight” at seeing these proposals 
passed by the Commons will not be 
shared by the up to eight million fami- 
lies who stand to lose out. 

The changes involve freezing working 
age benefits and tax credits for four 
years, as opposed to the two set out in 
the Tories’ election promises. They also 
limit the child element of tax credits to 
the first two children for new claimants, 
when nearly 850,000 existing claimants 
have more than two children. But even 
for existing claimants, credits will be 
lost if there has been a break in their 
claims of more than six months. 


Three million families 
will be see their yearly 
income cut by 


£1,300 ina £4.41on 
raid on low income 
workers 





Finally, the changes will reduce the in- 
come threshold to qualify for tax credits 
from £6,420 to £3,850, and also reduce 
the work allowances for receiving Uni- 
versal Credit. This will hit people from 
both directions, if their already low in- 
comes become “too high” as a result. 

The Tories claim that raising the new 
National Living Wage to from £6.70 to 
£7.20 per hour will compensate for these 
cuts. But the Institute of Fiscal Studies 
say that this is “arithmetically impossi- 
ble”. 

And the National Living Wage is still 


lower than the existing Living Wage, 
which has no legal status. This is calcu- 
lated annually and is currently set at 
£9.15 for London and £7.85 for the rest 
of the country. Osborne aims to raise the 
National Living Wage to only £9.00 by 
2020. 

The fact that these “reforms” have 
been delayed by Britain’s unelected 
House of Lords is hard luck for the To- 
ries, the staunchest defenders of this ar- 
chaic institution. And it is excellent to 
hear John McDonnell promise to reverse 
these cuts if Labour is elected. 

But working class families cannot af- 
ford to wait that long for Labour, or rely 
on the Lords to come to the rescue. We 
need a labour movement prepared to 
take action on a number of fronts to 
scupper the Tory attacks altogether, a 
mass social movement that blocks every 
single attack on our living standards. 
Build the resistance in the workplaces 
and streets now! 


poverty in Britain, “cutting people’s abil- 





Why can’t we house everybody? 


> IAN TOWNSON a Lambeth housing activist, traces the contours of a housing crisis made worse by Tory policy 


AT THE last election, all the mainstream parties is- 
sued their usual shopping list of measures to deal with 
the chronic housing crisis. The one thing they all 
lacked was a strategic plan for it. 

Having relied for 30 to 40 years on a mix of market 
forces and so-called Public Private Partnerships to de- 
termine the supply of “affordable” accommodation, 
the result has been a miserable failure. House prices 
and rents have gone through the roof and are no longer 
affordable for ordinary working people. 

In London, for example, the average house price 
was £172,000 in 2001, and £439,000 in 2014. A two 
bedroom flat in Brixton would cost £500,000. A one 
bedroom flat rental in Brixton’s Rushcroft Road costs 
£1,603 a month, and a four bedroom flat £3,098 a 
month. 

The crisis has been exacerbated by repeated reces- 
sions in the construction industry and a shortage of 
skilled workers, which have crippled the pace of 
house building. Local authorities are prevented from 
building council housing, choking off the supply of 
affordable housing to workers on low incomes, while 
the “right to buy” scheme has further depleted the so- 
cial housing stock without the promised like for like 
replacements. 

And the ability of homeless people to house them- 
selves by squatting empty buildings was restricted 
even further by Chris Grayling, Justice Secretary in 
the last coalition government. 

In the absence of controls landlords charge exorbi- 
tant rents, squeezing workers’ incomes and imposing 
insecure “probationary” tenancies while ripping off 








housing benefit claimants. And with housing rights 
and benefits for under-25s under threat, there is a se- 
rious threat of increased homelessness, while thou- 
sands of properties are left empty. 

The pernicious bedroom tax has imposed intolerable 
burdens on tenants forced either to take in “strangers” 
or to move, despite there being no properties for them 
to move into. 

David Cameron's pathetic response is to make 
things worse by extending “right to buy” to include 
housing association properties as well as council 
housing, while indulging in short-term gimmicks. 

His attempt to turn “generation rent” into “genera- 
tion buy” consists of getting private developers to 
offer a 20 per cent discount to first time buyers. But 
with house prices rocketing, you would have to be 
earning at least £55,000 a year to afford Cameron’s 
discount scheme, with that figure rising to £77,000 in 
London! 

Cameron’s ideological commitment to the private 
sector leaves house building in the hands of construc- 





tion companies for whom “affordable” housing sim- 
ply is not profitable. In Lambeth, the target set by the 
council for a miserable 40 per cent social housing 
build by property developers was revised down by 
Keybridge House’s developers to a derisory 2.4 per 
cent. 

Some companies have even made it a selling point 
to their more credit-worthy, status-conscious clientele 
that they will not be burdened by the presence of so- 
cial or affordable housing tenants in their new builds. 

We should demand a massive expansion of a pub- 
licly owned housing sector under workers’ democratic 
control, allocated according to need. Tenants’ cooper- 
atives should be created to run estates. 

The existing housing stock should be renovated to 
make it energy efficient. Rent controls should be rein- 
troduced, as well as security of tenure for life, with 
genuinely affordable housing and protection against 
eviction for those trapped by debts and high mort- 
gages. 

We need to abolish the bedroom tax and stop mass 
evictions and social cleansing. To combat homeless- 
ness, we should reverse cuts in emergency accommo- 
dation for the homeless, preserve housing rights and 
benefits for the under-25s, and legalise squatting of 
empty properties. 

And how to pay for all this? The answer is simple: 
raising corporation tax, enacting a tax on financial 
transactions, and making the rich pay their taxes by 
cracking down on tax avoidance and tax evasion. And 
last but not least, by getting rid of the Trident nuclear 


war machine. 


WAR 


OPPOSE ALL FOR 








> MARCUS HALABY writes 


ONE of the most important factors in Je- 
remy Corbyn’s leadership campaign was 
his opposition to the war in Iraq, and to 
any future wars in the Middle East. 

The lies and spin that took us to war in 
Iraq under Tony Blair still weigh heavily 
on the minds of millions. Ed Miliband’s 
refusal to give the Tory-Lib Dem Coali- 
tion a mandate to bomb Syria in August 
2013 resonated with this mood. 

This has naturally raised hopes among 
activists enthused by Jeremy’s campaign 
that Labour, under his leadership, will 
oppose bombing in Syria and NATO’s 
new Cold War. 

We welcome this mood and demand 
Labour MPs stand behind Jeremy in op- 
posing any extension of the bombing of 
Syria and Iraq and indeed call for an end 
to it. Party members should meet any re- 
bellion by pro-war Labour MPs with 
calls for their deselection. Anyone in the 
Shadow Cabinet breaking ranks on this 
question should be removed. 

There are, however, many in the anti- 
war movement who, while rightly oppos- 
ing Cameron’s policy, have turned a 
blind eye to Russia’s intervention in 
Syria — or, worse, have welcomed it as a 
restraint on the USA’s global ambitions 
or as a constructive exercise in “peace- 
keeping”. 

This is often aligned with a view that 
whitewashes the totalitarian Assad dicta- 
torship or that depicts the Syrian rebels 
as playthings of the West, little different 
to the reactionary ISIS. For example, 
Robert Griffiths of the Communist Party 
of Britain — whose Morning Star news- 
paper supported Jeremy’s leadership bid 
— has said, “Russian military forces are 
now attacking all the anti-Assad terror- 
ists, including ISIS, at the invitation of 
the Damascus government, which has 
every right to issue such an invitation as 
the internationally recognised political 
authority in Syria.” 

Labour’s new Strategy and Communi- 
cations chief Seumas Milne has ex- 
pressed similar views in the past, going 
so far as to question Assad’s responsibil- 
ity for his regime’s gassing of around 
1,700 of its own citizens in 2013. 

This outlook could not be more wrong- 
headed. Vladimir Putin’s war aims in the 
region are no less destructive or preda- 
tory than David Cameron’s or Barack 
Obama’s. Under the guise of fighting 
“ISIS terrorists”, Russia has in fact 
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launched a full-scale offensive between 
Idlib and Syria’s largest city Aleppo, a 
stronghold of the Syrian rebels under at- 
tack from both ISIS and Assad. 

Putin’s intentions are first of all to prop 
up Assad’s regime, which earlier this year 
had been close to collapse, and which has 
become ever more dependent on support 
from Russia, Iran, Lebanon's Hizbollah 
movement and Shiite sectarian militias 
from Iraq and Yemen. By crushing the 
rebels and leaving only ISIS and Assad 
standing, Russia hopes to convince the 
Western powers that Assad is the least 
worst option, and so set the agenda for a 
future settlement negotiated between the 
great powers over the heads of the Syrian 
people. 

Israel, having already decided that 
Assad is the lesser evil, has made a deal 
with Russia, sharing intelligence with it 
on the Syrian armed opposition. Ben- 
jamin Netanyahu is also using the war as 
cover to intensify Israel’s harassment of 
the Palestinians (see facing page). 

The West, for their part, are planning 
further attacks on the ISIS-held region 
between Syria and Iraq, using as a pretext 
the need to end the refugee crisis that has 
seen hundreds of thousands fleeing for 
Europe. Having for months insisted that 
Fortress Europe could not take them in, 
they have cynically used peoples’ com- 
passion for the refugees to wreak further 
destruction on their homeland. 

Meanwhile, the European Union, with 
Hungary’s racist government in the lead, 
is closing borders and erecting fences to 
keep out asylum seekers. Turkey, home 
to 2 million Syrian refugees, has agreed 
to restrict their movement further, in re- 
turn for Western silence over its repres- 
sion of the Kurds and the Turkish left. 

Don’t expect to hear Western leaders 
denounce the Turkish state’s attacks on 
the leftist pro-Kurdish Peoples' Demo- 
cratic Party (HDP) in advance of Novem- 
ber’s elections, or for that matter its 





attacks on peaceful demonstrators fol- 
lowing the mysterious bomb massacres 
at Surug and Ankara, despite the central 
role played by the Rojava Kurds’ in re- 
pelling ISIS. 

Many of the more secular parts of the 
Syrian rebel forces, displaying fatal illu- 
sions in the democratic credentials of the 
USA and the EU, have called on these 
powers to intervene more decisively, 
against both ISIS and Assad. However, 
both Russia and the West want to pre- 
serve Syria’s totalitarian state, with or 
without Assad, seeing it as a force for sta- 
bility that could prevent the kind of chaos 
that followed the invasion of Iraq. 

But it is exactly this apparatus of tor- 
ture and mass murder that has been most 
responsible for the Syria’s human 
tragedy. Almost half of Syria’s 23 million 
people have been displaced, about 7.6 
million of them inside the country, and 
between 220,000 and 310,000 killed as a 
result of Assad’s war to crush the popular 
democratic uprising that began in March 
2011, an uprising that was forced to take 
up arms in self-defence. 

The shooting down of unarmed mass 
protests led to first a trickle, then a flood 
of defections of soldiers and officers, 
with local defence forces and democratic 
committees emerging in liberated areas. 
While Turkey, Saudi Arabia and Qatar, 
themselves no friends of the Arab Spring, 
intervened to promote their own favoured 
factions, that did not change the legiti- 
mate and popular character of the upris- 
ing. 

It did, however, have an effect on its 
ideological landscape, with Islamist and 
Salafist forces predominating in the 
north-west, and mainly secular forces led 
by the Southern Front of the Free Syrian 
Army (FSA) in the south and along the 
Lebanese border. 

The media-savvy head-choppers of 
ISIS, a product partly of Assad’s brutal- 
ity, partly of the West’s destruction of 





Iraq, partly of the Saudi and Qatari bour- 
geoisies, come nowhere close to the 
body count that Assad’s forces have 
notched up, and probably never will — 
or for that matter those of Britain and the 
USA in Iraq, or Russia in Chechnya. 

Indeed, ISIS has been able to grow and 
entrench itself in the region between the 
“failed states” of Syria and Iraq mainly 
because it has not been the principal tar- 
get of any of the regional powers. The 
Turkish state and Assad in particular 
have effectively pursued a policy of “be- 
nign neglect”, so long as ISIS was 
mainly fighting their own respective 
number one enemies: the Kurdish na- 
tional movement (in Turkey and in Ro- 
java) or the FSA and its allies. 

Labour should oppose all the military 
interventions in the region, the USA’s, 
UK’s and Russia’s, and demand the 
withdrawal of all their forces. We should 
similarly condemn the interference of 
Turkey, Iran, Saudi Arabia, Iraq and 
Qatar. 

We should, however, show solidarity 
with those forces that are still fighting to 
overthrow Assad in order replace it with 
a democratic regime that protects the 
rights of all ethnic and religious minori- 
ties. Only through this struggle can the 
working class obtain the freedom to form 
parties and trade unions to fight for a so- 
cialist Syria and a socialist Middle East. 

This in turn means highlighting and 
supporting the resistance to all armies of 
intervention and occupation: the Kurds 
in Syria and Turkey, the Palestinians and 
the resistance to Abdel Fattah el-Sisi's 
dictatorship in Egypt. 

And finally, in Europe, where as many 
as a million refugees may arrive before 
the end of the year, we should say openly 
and unequivocally: open the borders to 
all those seeking asylum, provide them 
with homes and jobs and a warm wel- 
come into the labour movements across 
the continent. 
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Youth lead Palestinian‘revolt ™ 


> CHRIS CLOUGH writes 


IN THE last month Israeli occupation 
forces have murdered 60 Palestinians, 
15 of them under the age of 18. One, 
Dania Irshaid, a 17-year-old student re- 
turning from school, was shot holding 
her hands in the air. Israeli sources later 
claimed that she had been “carrying a 
knife”. 

Nine Israelis have been killed in the 
same period, in which security forces 
and civilians have attacked other Israelis 
(and in one incident shot and lynched an 
Eritrean refugee) after mistaking them 
for Palestinians. 

Over 800 Palestinians have been ar- 
rested in the last month, and more than 
1,300 shot and injured in the first half of 
October. Israel has demolished 450 
Palestinian homes this year alone. And 
alongside this day-to-day brutality, there 
is the ongoing violence of the siege of 
Gaza, where Israel’s tight control of 
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at 10:04, two bombs exploded, at least one detonated by a sui- 


mber, injuring more than 500. Flags and body parts were hurled 


the air as the smell of burnt flesh and blood spread through 
Crowd. People panicked, screamed and ran. 


le first few minutes no one knew what had happened. Your brain 
aults to a defensive mode as you try to make sense of what you 
ave just seen. Was that the noise of something very heavy collapsing 
or had the police opened fire on the crowd? That meat on the floor 

waS it perhaps just from the kebab stall? Could that really be a fieaee 
on the pavement, and next to it a liver? 


we ran to find our comrades, the police attacked the crowd 
ar gas and blocked the entry of a mere two ambulances. This 


police with planks of wood. 


with, 
Re conttatnted to the deaths of more than 100 people over the next few 
er we Saw a video of trade unionists defending themselves 


After regrouping» we shared the only good news of the days all our 
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mindless press releases, 
Development Party (AKP) gave television interviews. 


They cynicall 
the illegal Kurdis 


kishypp chairman Selahattin De 


Llaboration. 


comrades were safe, no oneswas missing or injured. In shock and with 
Many in tears, we set off to the HDP office downtown. 


People were “= 


ing in front of the hospital as we passed, asking people to do- 
od. Throughout the night, people went to the hospitals to 
help, even if only with warm blankets or chocolate. 


gcc. there was a deathly silence. Every phone call began 
wit alive”. 


And -as we body count rose, the government made 
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even the most basic necessities causes 
premeditated suffering for 1.8 million 
Palestinians. 

Popular resistance to this state vio- 
lence has seen militant demonstrations at 
checkpoints, led by Palestinian youth, as 
well as protests against the racist “sepa- 
ration barrier” that Israel built to gobble 
up the land around its illegal settlements 
on the West Bank. 

Among these youth there is wide- 
spread disaffection with the Palestinian 
Authority (PA), which they rightly see as 
being complicit in Israel's occupation. 
The PA’s leaders have grown all too 
comfortable with their position as Is- 
rael’s partner in an endlessly stalled 
“peace process”. Since the US-brokered 
Oslo accords of 1993, the Fatah-led PA 
has made concession after concession 
that make a “two-state solution” practi- 
cally impossible. 


~ 
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But popular pressure has revealed 
cracks in this complicity. PA security 
forces usually police demonstrations in 
cooperation with the Israeli army. But 
they are now often seen standing aside, 
in accordance with the Palestine Libera- 
tion Organisation’s decision to “suspend 
security cooperation’. 

Meanwhile, Israel’s politicians are 
whipping up racist hatred to prepare 
their public for the violence necessary to 
continue the occupation. Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu even claimed that 
Hitler had not wanted to exterminate the 
Jews until persuaded to by the Mufti of 
Jerusalem, a major figure in Palestinian 
politics in the 1930s and ’40s. 

This falsification of history, which 
would be punishable as holocaust denial 
in many Western countries, serves a pur- 
pose: to blame the Palestinians for their 
own suffering and to justify their further 


le politicians of the ruling Justice and 


inuated that the perpetrators were terrorists from 
n Workers ” Party (PKK), leftists, or perhaps ISIS. 
The PKK Ss supposed motive was to arouse sympathy for the HDP ahead of 
elections on 1 November. 


ever, was probably closer to the 
truth in blaming the government, arguing that the attacks took place 
th at least the acquiescence of state forces, possibly with their 
This* would fit with a “strategy of tension” by the 
State and the AKP, designed to frighten the Kurds and the left from 
political activity and persuade others to vote for a “strong man”, 
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expulsion. Pushing this message will be- 
come all the more important for Israel’s 
ruling class since Netanyahu made clear 
on 26 October that he rejected both a bi- 
national state and any separate Palestin- 
ian state “for the foreseeable future’, 
saying that Israel would “need to control 
all of the territory”, and that Israel will 
have to “forever live by the sword”. 

Everyone deserves the right to live 
with full civil and political rights in their 
own country. And most Jewish Israelis 
(about 70 per cent) were born in Israel, 
many of whom have been there for gen- 
erations. But Netanyahu’s vision, in 
which one national group has political 
rights and a state, while another has nei- 
ther individual citizenship nor a country 
of their own, has a name: apartheid. 
The only just solution is one secular 
state for both national groups, with no 
privilege for either peoples. 
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THE TORIES’ response to the biggest 
refugee crisis since the Second World War 
is to allow a mere 20,000 Syrians to settle 
in the UK over the next five years — an 
average of 4,000 a year. It will take nearly 
a year for the first refugees to arrive, so 
bureaucratic are the rules governing the 
scheme. 

By contrast, Germany expects to re- 
ceive up to a million refugees this year 
alone. And not a single one of the refugees 
who have risked life and limb, clambering 
aboard unseaworthy dinghies, walking 
miles along rail-tracks, or boarding air- 
tight lorries at Calais, will be allowed into 
Fortress Britain. 


HOSTILE BRITAIN 


Instead, David Cameron says that Britain 
will only admit “those most in need”: the 
very young or the very old, the infirm or 
victims of torture who have remained in 
camps in Turkey, Lebanon or Jordan, 
through the Vulnerable Persons Reloca- 
tion (VPR) scheme. 

But the VPR is a wretched get-out 
clause. Under its rules, a mere 216 Syri- 
ans have been granted asylum in Britain 
since March 2014. The oft-quoted figure 
of nearly 5,000 Syrian refugees in Britain 
refers mostly to Syrians already living in 
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> JEREMY DEWAR thinks Labour can do more to help refugees here and abroad 


the UK who cannot return home. Shame- 
fully, 145 have been deported back to 
Syria since 2011. 

And children brought in_ under 
Cameron’s scheme could be deported as 
soon as they turn 18, to devastated coun- 
tries they can barely remember and where 
they know no one. 


RAIDING FOREIGN AID 


The response from local authorities, hit by 
years of cuts in central government grants 
and a cap on council tax rises, was to ask 
how the government would help them 
cope with the new arrivals, many of 
whom would be in need of significant 
support. 

George Osborne’s cunning plan was 
that money could be diverted from the 
foreign aid budget to help pay for housing 
and local services in the first year. What 
happens after that is anyone’s guess. 

Amongst the losers from these cuts 
in foreign aid will the very same refugee 
camps on Syria’s borders that the Tories 
claim they are trying to relieve. 

The United Nations announced in Sep- 
tember that its refugee agencies were 
broke, and could no longer provide the 
meagre $13 food vouchers they were 
handing out each month to the 3.79 mil- 





lion refugees on Syria’s borders. In Iraq, 
189 health clinics have already closed. 

As one Syrian father told the BBC, 
“What am I supposed to do? I would 
rather take my chances travelling to Eu- 
rope with my children and risk sudden 
death than watch them die slowly from 
hunger.” 


WHAT CAN LABOUR DO? 


Our councillors can step up a challenge to 
Osborne. With our support they can fight 
for funding for refugees. 

Already trade unionists and anti-racists 
have been linking with migrant and 
refugee organisations in the camps. We 
can contact and support sister organisa- 
tions in Calais, across France and in the 
rest of Europe and work together to high- 
light the plight of the refugees. 

Finally, Labour should urgently review 
its policy through a grassroots discussion 
where socialists will argue that all immi- 
gration controls are used by capitalists to 
divide working class people, that migrants 
contribute to society - so long as they are 
allowed to work, and that if we want to 
stop the dangerous mass migration of des- 
perate people we should stop bombing 
and destabilising their countries in the 
first place. 


CAUSES OF THE CRISIS 
Poverty, war 


& capitalism 


THERE are more refugees in the 
world today than ever before. The 
United Nations High Commissioner 
for Refugees puts the figure at 59.5 
million people at the end of 2014 — be- 
fore the current crisis. 

This includes 19.5 million refugees 
who have fled abroad, 1.8 million asy- 
lum seekers yet to receive refugee sta- 
tus and 38.2 million internally 
displaced people. Over half are chil- 
dren under 18. 

Almost one out of every four 
refugees is Syrian, with 95 per cent lo- 
cated in surrounding countries. 

Turkey has taken over 2 million, and 
Lebanon almost 1.5 million, equiva- 
lent to a third of its population. 

Meanwhile there are 232 million mi- 
grants worldwide — another record 
number. 

The blame for all this lies squarely 
and firmly at the door of imperialist 
countries, like the USA and UK, 
whose wars in Afghanistan and the 
Middle East have laid waste to the en- 
tire region, forcing millions to flee in 
search of safety and security. 

There is also another cause - the 
world economic crisis which followed 
the financial crash of 2008. Desperate 
migrants are fleeing the economic 
chaos inflicted on their countries by 
the world’s richest nations who let 
their banks bankrupt whole 
economies. Europe has a responsibility 
to help refugees - the victims of our 
own governments’ policies. 








Europe turns 1ts back on refugees 


> REBECCA ANDERSON |ooks at the new ramparts thrown up across Fortress Europe 


IT DOESN’T take long for memories to 
fade. The picture of drowned three-year- 
old Alan Kurdi washed up on a beach near 
Bodrum, Turkey went viral across both so- 
cial and mainstream media back in Sep- 
tember. The image humanised the tragic 
fate of hundreds of thousands of refugees 
fleeing war in Syria. 

Its immediate effect was to galvanise 
sympathy for refugees across Europe. 

Chancellor Angela Merkel was forced to 
open Germany’s borders, announcing that 
her country was prepared to take 800,000 
refugees this year, and criticised Hungary’s 
Viktor Orban for building a fence along its 
border, teargasing and baton-charging asy- 
lum seekers. 

But on 25 October, the leaders of 10 Eu- 
ropean Union (EU) countries and three 
non-EU countries met in Brussels to ham- 
mer out a 17-point plan to “resolve” the cri- 
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SiS. 

They agreed to measures to control the 
movement of migrants, overwhelmingly 
from war-torn Iraq, Syria and Afghanistan, 
through the Balkans from Turkey towards 
Austria, Germany and Scandinavia. Over 
250,000 refugees have passed through 
Greece, Macedonia, Serbia, Croatia and 
Slovenia since mid-September. 


CRIMINALS 


These measures allow travellers to be 
prevented from boarding buses or trains to 
the next border until they have been reg- 
istered and fingerprinted, and unless the 
following country has agreed to allow 
them in. Already fleeing war zones, they 
are now to be treated like criminals. Wel- 
come to Europe. 

This of course is great for Europe’s 





An estimated 2,643 
people died cross- 
ing the Mediter- 


ranean in the first 
nine months of 
2015 


richer governments to the north and west, 
who will be able to pick and choose how 
many they let in, without politically dam- 
aging images of stranded refugees on their 
own borders. 

The quid pro quo for their poorer neigh- 
bours is that they will be able to deport 
asylum seekers, once registered, all the 
way down the line without breaking the 
Geneva conventions, which guarantee 
asylum only in the first country where they 


apply. Moves are already in place to de- 
clare Iraq and Afghanistan countries 
“safe” for refugees to be sent back to. 

To manage congestion, special camps 
called “rest areas” will be built. The EU’s 
militarised border agency will be boosted 
to police them; 400 extra troops have al- 
ready been sent to Slovenia. Operation Po- 
seidon, the search and_ destroy 
Mediterranean naval patrol, will also re- 
ceive more resources. 

The purpose is to stop the EU from 
“falling apart’, as Slovenian prime minis- 
ter Miro Cerar warned. The Schengen 
agreement, which abolished internal bor- 
ders between 26 European countries, was 
under threat, and with it “freedom of 
movement” within the EU. The growth of 
the far right and racist populist parties, as 
witnessed in Poland’s recent election, also 
worries Merkel and company. 


EUROPE Mi} 





Left coalition wins election in 


Portugal - but president blocks 
creation of a left government 








> MARKUS LEHNER Craws the lessons for socialists hoping to use parliament to end austerity 


IN PORTUGAL’S recent elections, the 
people voted to chuck out a European 
Union backed pro-austerity govern- 
ment. The governing coalition between 
the liberal Portuguese Social Demo- 
cratic Party (PSD) and the conservative 
People’s Party (CDS-PP) won only 102 
seats out of 230. 

By contrast, the anti-austerity left did 
well. The Socialist Party (PS) won 32.3 
per cent and the Communists (PCP) 8.3 
per cent. Most strikingly, the Left Bloc 
won 10.2 per cent, more than doubling 
its result from the last elections. With 
550,945 votes and 19 seats, the Left 
Bloc are now the third strongest party 
in parliament. 

Nevertheless the right were compla- 
cent. These three left parties had never 
been able to unite before, although the 
PS had moved to the left, promising to 
end austerity. So it came as a shock to 
the governing parties when Left Bloc 
leader Caterina Martins declared that, 
“The government of Pedro Passo 
Coelho is history”. 

The three left parties had reached an 
agreement to form an anti-austerity 
government, based on the left’s major- 
ity in parliament. 

In response President Anibal Cavaco 
Silva (himself a PSD member) invited 
the defeated Coelho to form a govern- 
ment, because Coelho’s party has the 
single largest number of seats in the 
parliament. 

Silva suggested that an anti-austerity 
government was illegitimate, arguing 
that no governing coalition in Portugal 
had ever included “anti-European”’ par- 
ties, or parties that wanted to take Por- 
tugal out of the Eurozone. 

In fact neither the PCP nor the Left 
Bloc actually campaigned to leave the 
euro. What they opposed were the ne- 
oliberal austerity policies dictated by 
the European Central Bank and Euro- 
pean Commission, just as Greece’s 
Syriza did in January. Disregarding this 
inconvenient truth, EU politicians 
openly backed Silva’s actions. 

Silva claimed that the basis for 41 
years of “Portuguese democracy” was 


the exclusion from government of the 
Communists and the far left. He 
claimed that their presence would call 
into question the EU’s various treaties 
and pacts, including the Lisbon treaty. 

For good measure he also accused 
them of threatening the Portugal’s 
membership of NATO. Since the 
biggest left party PS is completely loyal 
to both the EU and NATO, this effec- 
tively identifies Portuguese democracy 
with austerity policies dictated from 
Brussels and Frankfurt. 

In fact Portugal owes its democracy 
neither to NATO nor to the EU but to 
1974’s Carnation Revolution, which 
ended more than 40 years of dictator- 
ship under Ant6nio Salazar and 
Marcelo Caetano. This democratic rev- 
olution developed towards elements of 
a social revolution, with workers’ occu- 
pations of the factories, shipyards, of- 
fices, shops and even hotels and 
beaches. It saw the takeover of the great 
landed estates by their labourers, and of 
the mansions of the rich by the home- 
less. Urban and rural workers’ councils 
were also formed. 


CONSTITUTION 


Ironically, this revolution was brought 
to an end when the Socialists and Com- 
munists agreed to a “democratic” con- 
stitutional settlement. So if anyone is 
responsible for Portugal’s 41 years of 
democracy, then it is the very same par- 
ties that Silva is now trying to exclude. 

Even so, Portugal’s constitution does 
as a result contain some very unusual 
rights for workers. Sackings are al- 
lowed only in very special cases; the 
right to strike extends to the security 
forces; public transport is to be run by 
the state; and all government measures 
have to observe the principles of social 
justice. Even “workers’ control of pro- 
duction” is included, as well as the abo- 
lition of the huge estates. 

But this constitution today is an ob- 
stacle to the implementation of auster- 
ity. Two of the Coelho government’s 


A left government in 
Portugal will face 
economic blackmail 
from the EU; a 
workers’ 
government could 
resist this 

oressure by 

putting the state 
and econonmy into 
the hands of the 
working class 


major “reforms” have been vetoed by 
the constitutional court in the last two 
years. Cuts to the wages of civil ser- 
vants were rejected because they con- 
tradicted the article on social justice. 
Legislation on pension cuts and the 
deregulation of dismissals were also 
stopped. 

As a result, the Coelho government 
did not get very far with its “reform 
programme”. While pro-austerity gov- 
ernments in Greece cut public spending 
by 30 per cent, Portugal achieved only 
a seven per cent reduction. 

But that was still enough to worsen 
the recession severely, with only a 
slight recovery over the last year. There 
has been a huge fall in wages amidst an 
unemployment rate well above 25 per 
cent, excluding workfare schemes. 
Over a third of young people are out of 
work, 120,000 of whom have emi- 
grated. 


PROGRAMME OF THE LEFT 


The agreement between the PS, PCP 
and the Left Bloc is as yet a simple dec- 
laration: an end to attacks on employ- 
ment rights, and the reversal of wage 
cuts and “pension reforms”. This might 
not be socialism but, as in Greece ear- 
lier this year, it 1s quite enough for 
right-wing parties and EU leaders to de- 
cide that Portuguese voters had no right 
to vote this way. 

The three left parties elected a Social- 
ist as speaker of parliament and decided 
to force a vote of no confidence within 
two weeks. The question is though, will 
all of the PS’s deputies vote for it? 

The President, a large part of the 
media, the political establishment and 
“friends from abroad” are all putting 
pressure on the right wing of PS to 
make a “responsible choice’, that is to 
violate the mandate given to them by 
Portuguese workers and youth. 

Faced with this, pressure from the 
unions, and especially from their rank 
and file, will be decisive. The General 
Confederation of the Portuguese Work- 
ers (CGTP) and the Left Bloc have 
called a demonstration in front of par- 
liament on the day of the no confidence 
vote. 

The campaign to bring down 
Coelho’s government has to be com- 
bined with a fight in the factories and 
neighbourhoods, to create councils of 
action that can turn a left victory at the 
polls into a struggle for a government 
of the working class, and not just a 
coalition under pressure from within 
and without to betray its election prom- 
ises, as Greece’s Syriza-led government 
did in July. 

If a left government is formed in Por- 
tugal it will most definitely face eco- 
nomic blackmail by the EU and the 
bankers. But a workers’ government, if 
it breaks up the repressive state forces 
and mobilises and arms the workers, 
can not only end austerity and make the 
rich pay for their capitalist system’s cri- 
sis, but bring to life all those rights that 
are today only words on paper in the 
constitution. 
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Can Labour overturn 
Nationalists and win 
Scotland? 








> SANDY MCBURNEY from Kelvin CLP in conversation with Jeremy Dewar 


THE SCOTTISH Nationalist Party is 
still riding high after its almost total 
wipe out of Labour in the May general 
election. The SNP has a lot of support 
among the electorate. Currently in the 
opinion polls they have about 50 per cent 
of the vote and look set to win a sweep- 
ing victory in the Scottish parliamentary 
elections of May 2016. Labour are 
presently on 24 per cent and have a 
mountain to climb by May. 

The message out in the referendum 
and again in the General Election was 
that the SNP is “Strong for Scotland”, 
and that message still has allure for 
many people. The SNP may take all the 
constituency seats in Glasgow in the 
Holyrood elections next year. 

Obviously the SNP overtook Labour 
in working class areas by posing to the 
left of them, particularly by playing the 
anti-austerity card. But in the Scottish 
Parliament and in councils where they 
have a majority, they have been making 
significant cuts in social services and 
jobs. And recent scandals involving 
property deals by their business 
spokesperson at Westminster and regard- 
ing murky payments to business con- 
nected to the SNP by the Scottish 
government have started to remove 
some of their shine. 

In terms of anti-austerity rhetoric 
Labour is now playing very much the 
same game: claiming to oppose austerity 
but refusing to organise any real resist- 
ance. They are talking more left, while 
still carrying out the Tory cuts at local 
level, for example in Glasgow. In Edin- 
burgh, where there is an SNP-Labour 
coalition, there are a lot of redundancies 
going through, around 2,000 at the last 
count I think. 


SCOTTISH LABOUR SHIFTS LEFT 


Jeremy Corbyn’s victory has certainly 
had an effect in Scotland. Take the Scot- 
tish Labour Party conference [which was 
due to take place just after this article 
was written], for example. One of the 
biggest issues on the conference agenda 
will be Trident. There has been a heavy 
vote to prioritise the motion on nuclear 
weapons, so there will be a debate — and 
the conference could call for dumping 
Trident. Before Corbyn’s victory they 
wouldn’t have even had the debate. 

It will be interesting to see if confer- 
ence backs Trident or adopts an anti-nu- 
clear weapons stance. From what I 
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The victory of Corbyn has begun to 
dispel the despair and the new 
forces coming into the Labour 
Party provide grounds for hope 
that the British Labour movement 
can rediscover its socialist roots 
and win some victories for 

working class people on both sides 


of the border 


understand, Unite could come out 
against Trident, though the GMB is 
likely to remain in favour of keeping it. 
It will be interesting to see what hap- 
pens. 

I will be hoping to attend on Sunday, 
the second day of the conference, which 
is a “members day” open to all. Again, 
that is a sign of more democracy in the 
party, at least on the surface. I expect 
Corbyn to emphasise that Labour is a so- 
cialist party when he speaks to the con- 
ference, 

Kezia Dugdale, the new leader of 
Scottish Labour, voted for Yvette Cooper 
in the leadership election. She was very 
dismissive of Jeremy Corbyn, suggest- 
ing he would lead the party into the 
wilderness. 

But since Corbyn’s victory she has 
moved to the left, saying now that the 
party must unite behind Corbyn 100 per 
cent, and attacking the SNP over NHS 
waiting lists, growing social 
inequality and poor educational results 
in state schools. This is partly accommo- 
dating to the change in leadership, but 
also you have to remember that Labour 
lost all bar one seat here in May. Even 
the Labour right wing understand that 
the Labour Party in Scotland has to 
move to the left if they’re not going to 


be annihilated next May. 

The SNP has made a lot of headway 
by criticising Trident and claiming to be 
anti-austerity, while in reality carrying 
out austerity. You could say that Labour 
now is talking left but not yet actually 
leading a fight against austerity. 

The other big factor pushing the party 
here to the left is the new influx of mem- 
bers. The latest available figures put 
members and supporters at around 
29,000, up from around 13,000 a year 
ago. 

In my constituency, Kelvin Glasgow, 
there were 500 new members in the run- 
up to, and immediately after Corbyn’s 
election. There are 900 members in the 
constituency now; 50-60 attend meet- 
ings. This month we voted by 40-4 in 
favour of abolishing Trident. Though 
you have to remember that we are a 
branch that includes many university 
students so are to the left of some other 
Glasgow constituencies who are still 
dominated by the Blairites and the right. 

Although Labour membership still 
lags a long way behind the SNP’s at over 
100,000, the Nationalists do not do a lot 
of campaigning. They are not very visi- 
ble on the streets, whereas Labour is 
now out there, for example recently 
campaigning against the Trade Union 
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Bill and in support of voter registration. 
Some Labour councils say they won’t 
implement the cut in trade union facility 
time. 

The move to the left in the Scottish 
Labour Party is not universal or over- 
whelming. Cathcart CLP in Glasgow, for 
example, remains very small and is still 
controlled by the right wing. Its former 
MP, Tom Harris, is very anti-Corbyn and 
outspoken. So it recently voted 12-10 in 
favour of Trident — I give the numbers 
just to show how small that CLP still is. 
And there are quite a few like that. The 
danger is that if the left does not organise 
the new members joining because of 
Corbyn’s win, they will drift off, having 
being disillusioned by the domination of 
the old right wing forces in some CLPs. 

Labour was for so long the dominant 
party in Scotland that it became the po- 
litical establishment and provided ca- 
reers to generations of Labour 
bureaucrats; they controlled parliamen- 
tary and council positions and gave each 
other seats on numerous quangos, 
etc. There was a lot of mileage to be 
made by careerists in the Scottish 
Labour Party. Some of the constituency 
parties are still very small in terms of ac- 
tive members; some are even run by 
families who have a material interest in 
preventing an upsurge of new, active left 
wing members who may upset the gravy 
train. 

There is still a hard right in Scottish 
Labour and it won’t be removed without 
a real fight. The old councillors are still 
in place. Unless the new Labour left or- 
ganise to deselect them and move to pro- 
mote left candidates who will support 
socialist politics, a fightback against aus- 
terity and back Corbyn, the danger is 
that the right will reassert control and the 
left upsurge will be dissipated. 

For a while, under Jim Murphy, the 
former Blairite leader, Scottish Labour 
tried to out-nationalist the Nationalists. 
It didn’t work of course and he had to re- 
sign after the debacle in May. Under 
Murphy the party even changed its con- 
stitution to say that the party is now a 
“Scottish patriotic party”. That needs to 
be reversed and the socialist internation- 
alist nature of party restated. 

Of course there has to be a bit of na- 
tional autonomy because of devolution — 
but a totally separate Scottish Labour 
Party is not the way forward. We have to 
defeat austerity across Britain and build 
a united socialist alternative to a declin- 
ing British capitalism. cont. p/3 


aude 13 





Socialists and the European Union 


> DAVE STOCKTON makes the case for voluntary political and economic union on the basis of equal status 


“ELECTIONS change nothing,” said 
Wolfgang Schauble, Germany’s finance 
minister. He was responding to the elec- 
tion of Syriza in January. Syriza owed 
their victory to their pledge to put a stop 
to austerity which had inflicted five years 
of grinding poverty on Greece. 

Six months later Schauble was tri- 
umphant; Syriza’s leader Alexis Tsipras 
capitulated in the face of the European 
Union Institutions’ threats to pull the plug 
on the Greek economy. 

Across Europe, while governments — 
including Britain’s — backed what an EU 
official called the waterboarding of the 
Greeks, the continent’s labour movements 
and young people enthusiastically sup- 
ported Syriza. They hoped that, if they 
won, the dark clouds of austerity — unem- 
ployment, falling wages, slashed services, 
privatisation — might be lifted. 

The EU is an institution that allows the 
dominant European powers — Germany, 
France and Britain — to exploit the periph- 
eral countries to their own advantage. 
This explains why Portugal, Spain, 
Greece and Ireland have been forced to 
impose savage austerity. The economic 
and political union, when combined with 
NATO, also enables the European ruling 
classes to combine and act as an imperi- 
alist bloc on the world stage, asserting 
their interests against Russia, China and 
the Global South. 

These functions define the EU's charac- 
ter as an instrument of capitalist class 





>» WOLFGANG SCHAEUBLE The man who de- 


clared “elections change nothing’ 


rule. For this reason socialists do not be- 
lieve the myths about it being a force for 
peace and equality. Nor should we enter- 
tain illusions that all it needs are a num- 
ber of reforms to turn it into a “social 
Europe”. That would be like trying to 
persuade a tiger to become a vegetarian. 
The EU — just like Britain — needs not re- 
form, but revolution. 


REFERENDUM 


But in condemning the EU as a bosses' 


_ 


club, socialists should not slip into prais- 
ing an independent capitalist Britain and 
arguing for Brexit in Cameron's referen- 
dum. 

As Portugal today and Greece earlier 
this year show, the EU is indeed a reac- 
tionary capitalist bloc, intent on enforc- 
ing austerity and denying democratic 
mandates. Despite this, Jeremy Corbyn 
is right to say he will wait and see what 
“reforms” Cameron negotiates before 
committing himself in the in/out referen- 
dum. This would give the Tories the go- 


ahead to sign away workers' rights in ad- 
vance. 

However, that does not mean socialists 
are neutral on the question of Britain 
staying in or leaving the EU. 

A socialist “Yes” to stay in would not 
mean yielding to the dictates of the EU 
Commission, the Central Bank, or obey- 
ing the EU’s neoliberal rules and treaties. 
It would mean defying them in solidarity 
with workers across Europe. We want to 
turn a national resistance to austerity into 
a European resistance. 

Of course we would denounce and re- 
sist any new anti-working class terms for 
staying in that Cameron wring from 
Merkel and Co. But the capitalists of “in- 
dependent” states will also impose aus- 
terity, slash the welfare state and attack 
workers rights, just as much as the EU: 
perhaps even more as the pressure on 
them will be even greater. 

We believe that workers benefit from 
fighting against capitalist attacks and for 
socialism in the largest possible arena — 
because the numbers of the working class 
involved are much greater and the social- 
ist society we want will be much easier 
to build with the resources of a whole 
continent. 

Socialism cannot be built in one coun- 
try. Workers have to appeal across bor- 
ders for solidarity. As they do so, we 
raise the banner of a United Socialist 
States of Europe. 











> As for the left, they are not very well 
organised. The Momentum launch will 
be significant, I expect, on 21 Novem- 
ber in Glasgow. It has been planned by 
the Campaign for Socialism, which is 
the main Labour left organisation here. 
Neil Finlay, who stood unsuccessfully 
against Murphy (I bet he could win 
now), is involved, as is former left 
Labour MP Katy Clark. 


THE NATIONALIST LEFT 


It has to be said, however, that Scottish 
nationalism now has some roots in the 
working class post referendum - the na- 
tionalist perspective has gained traction 
at the expense of working class social- 
ist politics, which always looked to the 
British labour movement as the agent 
for social advance for working class 
people. Lots of the left went over to na- 
tionalism during the decade leading up 
to the referendum as the Labour Party 
became discredited under the neoliberal 
leadership of Blair and Brown. This 
will still colour the results in the elec- 
tions to the Scottish Parliament next 


year. 

Rise, the new left nationalist coali- 
tion set up recently with the support of 
the Scottish Socialist Party, aims for a 
situation where there is a pro-indepen- 
dence government and a pro-indepen- 
dence opposition. They are not 
standing candidates in the constituency 
section, only in the top-up list. So 
they’re not openly calling for an SNP 
vote in the constituencies, but they’re 
implying that is the way to go. 

Tommy Sheridan’s Solidarity party — 
which seems to be rebranding as Hope 
Over Fear — has explicitly called for a 
vote for SNP in the constituencies, 
then Hope Over Fear in the party list 
section. Three weeks ago he called a 
demo in George Square in Glasgow 
and 4,000, solidly working class peo- 
ple showed up. He still has significant 
support within working class commu- 
nities who remember his leading role 
in the anti-poll tax struggle and the fact 
that he has been jailed by the establish- 
ment for his political activity. 

The event was heavily dominated by 
the Saltire and Scottish nationalist pol- 


itics. The staunchly nationalist Scottish 
Resistance spoke at the rally, where 
they claimed to be continuing a 1 ,000- 
year struggle for Scottish independ- 
ence, which apparently started with the 
struggle against the Vikings! A banner 
calling for the Red Tories (the Labour 
Party) to be driven out of Scotland was 
again prominently on display. 

There are also monthly demos, 
called by rank and file members of the 
SNP, trying to keep Scottish independ- 
ence in people’s consciousness. The 
SWP, at least until recently, supported 
these demos, though the one last Sat- 
urday was quite small. 

Both Hope Over Fear and the SNP 
independents are a block to the growth 
of Rise, who now seem be caught be- 
tween Sheridan on the right and Cor- 
byn on the left. Corbyn has been 
strong in his message that we have to 
have working class unity across 
Britain in order to beat austerity. I 
think most leftists know that a British 
labour movement seriously fighting 
for socialism would lead to the quick 
demise of support for Scottish inde- 
pendence among Scottish workers. 


That is why the Corbyn movement is 
such a threat to the left nationalists and 
the SNP. 

The forerunner of Rise, the Radical 
Independence Campaign, had a slogan 
in the referendum: “Britain is for the 
rich. Scotland can be ours.” Corbyn’s 
victory has undermined this nationalist 
and defeatist perspective, though Rise 
are trying to claim that the Corbyn ef- 
fect is really only relevant in England. 
But this is obviously not the case. 

Support for Scottish independence 
has grown in the working class in 
Scotland because of workers’ despair 
at the prospect of social advance com- 
ing through the British labour move- 
ment. The victory of Corbyn has begun 
to dispel that despair and the new 
forces coming into the Labour Party 
provide grounds for hope that the 
British labour movement can redis- 
cover its socialist roots and win some 
victories for working class people on 
both sides of the border. 

Next year’s elections may come too 
soon for the left to change Labour pol- 
icy and get left candidates in place. But 
socialists are certainly in a better place 
than we were a year ago. 
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Ciameron’s favourite Communists 


> PETER MAIN examines why Cameron loves China and why China loves Cameron 


HE BRITISH government rolled 

out the “reddest of red carpets” 

for China's President Xi Jin- 

ping's four day state visit. There 
was no limit on the pomp and pageantry 
laid on to impress their visitor - and no 
doubt pictures of his reception by the 
Queen and his speech to members of both 
Houses of Parliament played well back 
home. 

Nonetheless, behind all the glitter and 
flummery there was a very serious pur- 
pose to the visit; the agreements that were 
formally confirmed during it will have far 
reaching consequences, and not only for 
China and the UK. 

Speaking during his preparatory tour of 
China in September, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer George Osborne, who seems 
increasingly to be the real driving force 
in David Cameron’s government, spoke 
glowingly of China's plans for a “new 
Silk Road”. Within two or three decades, 
Beijing expects to complete road and rail 
links to Europe, the Middle East, and 
even Africa, across central Asia. Osborne 
recognised that this could open an en- 
tirely new chapter in global economic de- 
velopment. He went on to explain that, 
“We want Britain to be China’s best part- 
ner in the west and that is what brings us 
here today”. 


MONEY TALKS 


That, in a nutshell, was what the state 
visit was all about, but these long term 
strategic goals have been given greater 
urgency by the more immediate problems 
facing both these imperialist powers. 
With a good claim to being the oldest of 
all the modern imperialists, Britain long 
ago left behind its role as the “workshop 
of the world” in favour of exporting its 
capital overseas and, more recently, spe- 
cialising in the “financial services” sector 
centred on the City of London. Ironically, 
the latest episode in Britain's long history 
of industrial decline, the closure of the 
steel plant in Redcar and the possible end 
of the steel industry altogether has been 
caused in part by the dumping of cheap 
Chinese steel on the European market. 

In public, Osborne and Cameron sym- 
pathise with the thousands who will lose 
their jobs in the steel industry but, in pri- 
vate, they will not give the issue a second 
thought. Osborne in particular has made 
his own attitude very clear; British work- 
ers, he has said, should work as hard as 
Chinese workers if they want to see 
British industry thrive. What he really 
means, of course, is “should work as 
cheaply”. 

For British capitalists, the way forward 
is to carve out a role for themselves in 
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> NEWFOUND FRIENDS? The Tories want Chinese money to fund 
their strategic vision - but they risk alienating both British capitalists 


and their US allies 


China’s continued expansion. HSBC, one 
of the world’s biggest banks, is consider- 
ing relocating its HQ to East Asia and has 
plans to rebalance its investments, with 
up to $230 billion transferred to Asia, 
with a particular emphasis on China's 
Pearl River Delta. 

Potentially even more important for 
British capital as a whole is the prospect 
of London becoming the first Western lo- 
cation to issue bonds in Chinese currency, 
the yuan. This, together with the decision 
to be the first western nation to join the 
Asia Infrastructure Investment Bank, 
which is led by Beijing and will be the 
channel for financing the actual construc- 
tion of the “Silk Road” projects, makes 
very clear the direction of Britain's strate- 
gic planning, at least as far as the Treas- 
ury 1s concerned. 

Osborne summed this up equally 
clearly, “We want a golden relationship 
with China that will help foster a golden 
decade for this country. It is an opportu- 
nity that the UK can’t afford to miss.” 


CRISIS AND OPPORTUNITY 


And what of China? This is no socialist 
country but a great capitalist power with 
global ambitions, what socialists call an 
imperialist power. As one of the newest 
of the imperialist powers, Beijing has 
quite different problems to overcome, but 
there is a potential synergy between Chi- 
nese and British priorities. In the course 
of the present year, the downside of 
China's rapid economic development has 


become clearer. In keeping with the nec- 
essary laws of capitalist development, the 
economy has advanced from cheap 
labour, low capital investment and pro- 
duction of cheap consumer goods, the 
plastic toys and cheap textiles of thirty 
years ago, to much more capital intensive 
production of high quality goods. 

Just as in any capitalist economy, the 
pursuit of profit and, in China's case, the 
political priority to maintain stability and 
employment, led to huge over-investment 
in production capacity and other fixed as- 
sets. Given the faltering recovery of the 
global economy from the 2008-9 crisis, 
Chinese exports are declining while the 
domestic market cannot absorb the sur- 
plus production. The upshot of this is the 
slowing of the Chinese economy; accord- 
ing to the latest official figures, GDP 
growth in the last quarter was 6.9 percent, 
year on year. Exports in the first nine 
months of this year were down 1.9 per- 
cent. Compare that with the official target 
of a growth of 6 percent and the mis- 
match is obvious. 

Before the visit to Britain, Xi sum- 
marised Beijing's thinking in a written in- 
terview with Reuters, “We do have 
concerns about the Chinese economy, and 
we are working hard to address them,” he 
said. “We also worry about the sluggish 
world economy, which affects all coun- 
tries, especially developing ones.” His so- 
lution, in its simplest formulation, was 
“more foreign investment and encourag- 
ing the country's firms to invest over- 
seas”. In other words, the export of 


capital. 
STRATEGIC CHOICE 


That is the rationale behind the 53 major 
contracts, “memoranda of understanding” 
and agreements that were discussed with 
Osborne in China and finalised during 
Xi's visit. The majority involve Chinese 
investment in the UK. Recognising that 
the implications of such deals are enor- 
mous, Xi praised the British decision as 
a “visionary and strategic choice”. He 
was not exaggerating. Allowing Chinese 
companies, for example, not only to in- 
vest in the expansion of nuclear energy 
production in Britain but actually to build 
and operate the power stations has huge 
ramifications that go far beyond questions 
of financial viability, let alone safety and 
environmental considerations. 

Like the decision to join the AIIB and 
the welcoming of the “Silk Road” eco- 
nomic strategy, such deals point to a di- 
vergence of interests between the UK and 
the USA. Like German imperialism, 
which already has a director on the board 
of the AUB, Britain will now have a long 
term interest in stronger economic links 
with China. Quite apart from the techni- 
cal difficulties to be overcome in the con- 
struction of transport links between China 
and Europe, there are important political 
and security problems where US policy is 
increasingly at variance with Europe’s. 
The potential can already be seen in 
Ukraine and Syria. 


CONSEQUENCES 


Of course, a plan formulated, even a con- 
tract signed, is not the same as a policy fi- 
nally and fully implemented. The USA 
remains by far the wealthiest and most pro- 
ductive economy and the mightiest military 
power on the planet. Washington also has 
the most extensive political, military and 
cultural ties to countries around the world, 
not least in the UK, and will not sit idly by 
while others re-order the world to their lik- 
ing and advantage. It will not be long before 
we hear pro-US voices questioning the wis- 
dom of Cameron's deals. 

The significance of Xi's visit to Britain 
was not that it signalled an already achieved 
re-alignment but that it heralded an ever in- 
creasing rivalry between the imperialist 
powers. By accident or design, that rivalry 
has the potential to spark direct confronta- 
tions between the powers, with incalculable 
consequences. And foror workers in those 
countries, the guiding slogan will continue 
to be that of the great German revolutionary 
Karl Liebknecht, “The main enemy is at 
home!” 
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POWER TO THE PEOPLE! 


REVIEW OF ‘BLACK PANTHERS: VANGUARD OF THE REVOLUTION 














The images of the Black Panthers - black berets and leather jackets, afros, guns, the pouncing panther — and their 






enduring inspiration are so great that it’s hard to believe that this is only the second full length film documenting their rise and fall 








However, it is well worth the wait. The footage and interviews with surviving activists are worth the price of the ticket alone. This film is very political and 
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The story of the Panthers’ rise is told succinctly. Founders Huey Newton and Bobby Seale exploited a Californian law that allowed anyone with a licence to 


bear arms in public so long as they were clearly visible. > J 
der of black oil So the Panthers followed police patrols around Oakland, surrounding them if they saw anyone Lan harassed, and loading their guns loudly if any vi 
= 7 
This effective tactic swelled the party’s ranks. As one veteran put it, it was dangerous, but why go to ry to ha 
| - Killed when you could fight for something you believed in at home? 
' | One memorable scene shows armed Panthers outside California’s State Capitol in Sacramento when rr tried to amend the law, possibly the only time the US 
Alongside the children’s breakfast programme and food and medical 
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right have supported gun control 
programmes for adults, this enabled the Panthers to sink roots into the community. Most party members in this phase were women, 















Much as today, the ines were known for their violent assault and mur- 





























some as young as 13. However, dramatic growth and a failure to politically educate new members brought its ow 














problems. Who were these new recruits, and how did they interpret the Panther’s “Ten-Point Program”? As the FBI de- 


clared the Panthers “the biggest single threat to US security”, things began to spiral out of control Huey and Bob =” : 
— "oy a 


were framed or jailed on minor charges, leaving the maverick Eldridge Cleaver in charge. 
1] 
, Teenager Bobby Hutton was shot down during the riots after Martin Luther King’s death in April 1968, after which 
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Cleaver fled to Algeria. And in January 1969, all | ¢ i 
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ve > a 21 leaders of the New York Panthers were arrested on “terrorism” 
wWALY O y | : 0) Sw uv a ee ss) 

a oe “) ro charges. By the time Huey was released, the party was ridden 
<p : |) 2. a @ ili 
eatty Ae » _ with factionalism and paranoia. Newton preferred the safety of the 
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breakfast programme and surrounded himself with thugs; Cleaver advocated a 
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eckless (and hopeless) strategy of insurrection; Seale ran a vibrant but unsuccessful cam- 
lS DD Blin Wh i a LULU I 
paign for Mayor of Oakland “with no Plan B”. The most poignant story is Fred Hampton’s. The 
] oy 7 s . 
Panther leader in Chicago was also chair of the National Association for the Advance- 
ft FT lt 
ment of Colored People and a veteran of the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee. He tried 
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to assemble a “Rainbow Coalition” with the Young Lords, a politcised Puerto Rican gang and the Young Patriots, a group 


of radical “hillbillies”. FBI chief J. Edgar Hoover had made it a principle to prevent the Panthers from forming exactly this sort of broad political 








alliance. But while Fred could delegate and how to spot talent, he couldn’t spot was that his bodyguard was an informer. In December 1969, the FBI shot 
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Hampton dead ina raid on his apartment, but made the mistake of leaving the door open when they left. Sympathisers lined up to be shown how he was 





killed — with a trickle of blood running all the way from his bed. The lesson that surviving Panthers in the film draw is that they underestimated the state. Marxists would 


agree with that You don’t play at insurrection. And unfortunately, but unsurprisingly, the key issue of class is not even mentioned. The Panthers were a heroic organisation 





in many ways, but were heavily influenced by Maoism, replete with a cult of the personality in Huey Newton. They were unable to link up with the organised working class, 


something the Detroit Revolutionary Union Movement (DRUM) later did attempt. Despite this, do go and see the film. If you do, you will | am sure, like me and many of the 


audience in Peckham who saw it too, leave mouthing the words of Fred Hampton: “I am — a revolutionary!” 
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> NOV 7: SOUTH 
SHUT DOWN YARL’S 
WOOD PROTEST 
1pm, Yarl’s Wood 





> NOV 9: GLASGOW 
GREECE: FRONTLINE 
OF AUSTERITY - MTG 
7:30pm, Partick Burgh Hall 








> NOV 11: LEEDS 
RED FLAG 
LAUNCH MEETING 


7pm, Packhorse Pub 








> NOV 11: LONDON 
LABOUR YOUNG 
SOCIALISTS RALLY 
7pm, UCL 








> NOV 14: LONDON 
LABOUR ASSEMBLY 
AGAINST AUSTERITY 
10AM, 20 Bedford Way 








> NOV 29: LONDON 
PEOPLE’S CLIMATE 


MARCH 
12pm, Park Lane 








> JAN 29: LONDON 
STOP TRIDENT 
DEMONSTRATION 


12pm, C. London 








Send reports and events to 
contact@redflagonline.org 
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NATIONALISATION. It’s the Labour policy the To- 
ries have always hated. And it’s back in the news. 
Newly elected Labour leader Jeremy Corbyn has 
made it a cornerstone of his new package of leftwing 
policies. In a popular move he has called for the rena- 
tionalisation of the railways. He wants to take gas, 
water and electricity back into public hands. And in 
one of his boldest appeals, he wants to create a Na- 
tional Education Service, extending the achievement 
of the 1945 Labour government that set up the NHS. 

With the British steel industry facing destruction by 
market forces and the Tories sitting on their hands, Je- 
remy Corbyn has rightly suggested nationalisation as 
a possible solution. 

Socialists believe that nationalisation of the top 
companies and key industries is crucial if we are to re- 
place the market and introduce a democratically 
planned economy. 

We oppose compensation payments to the former 
owners who have already made millions by exploiting 
public assets for private gain. 

Old style nationalised industries got a bad reputation; 
they were run by bureaucrats and did not meet the 
needs of ordinary users. 

Socialist policy, by contrast, says nationalised indus- 
tries should be run their workers. Management boards 
should be elected from the workplace with represen- 
tatives from ordinary consumers and users. Only then 
can they really serve the people. 





LABOUR’S TRADITION 


From 1918 to 1995, Clause IV of the Labour Party’s 
constitution committed the Party to nationalisation, 
calling for “the common ownership of the means of 
production, distribution and exchange”. 

Despite those famous words Labour never actually 
tried to take over the commanding heights of the econ- 
omy - the most profitable sectors of industry and fi- 
nance - let alone create a planned economy in place of 
a capitalist system. 

When Labour nationalised the mines, and when the 
Tories nationalised Rolls-Royce, it was mainly to stop 
them collapsing or to fund modernisation that private 
owners wouldn’t pay for. Labour leaders like Clement 
Attlee and Harold Wilson never viewed nationalisa- 
tion as a step towards socialism. All the former owners 
were compensated with government bonds, drawing a 
generous income for decades after. 











A NEW 
WAY TO 
NATIONALISE 


» Siaticnt on socialist policy 


These industries and services remained locked into 
the capitalist system, producing blind for a market. The 
system of management — and often the managers — re- 
mained exactly the same. So these enterprises re- 
mained capitalist, but they were now the property of a 
capitalist state, not individual capitalists. 

Nevertheless, for socialists even this limited form of 
nationalisation was a step forward. The government 
was now responsible for jobs and wages, which meant 
these companies were answerable to political pressures 
in parliament or through the ballot box, not just the pri- 
vate whim of the shareholders. 

This made the struggle over jobs, wages and services 
more obviously political, drawing workers into the de- 
bate about how to fund the services and what they 
were really for. The capitalists hated nationalisation 
for just these reasons. 


THE SOCIALIST POLICY 


Labour should oppose all privatisation. At the same 
time we should fight for workers’ control of all state- 
owned enterprises. The workers should be allowed to 
inspect their books, find out what the money’s really 
being spent on and challenge management decisions 
and priorities. 

As for compensation, apart from it being unfair in 
principle to give privateers even more public money, 
there is another crucial objection. It would be incredi- 
bly expensive. 

There is no way that the entire economy could be 
nationalised with compensation at market values. The 
big four retailers, Tesco, Asda, Sainsbury and Morri- 
son's, control 72 per cent of all grocery sales between 
them. Unilever has a turnover of £41.8 billion. Bar- 
clays, HSBC and Lloyds have a combined market 
value of about £200 billion. 

The socialist objective is to create a democratically 
planned economy. From that perspective the idea of 
buying out the tiny handful of individual capitalists 
who own today’s economy is unjust and unnecessary. 
It also happens to be impossible. 

One objection we sometimes hear is that nationali- 
sation of big companies would harm workers’ pen- 
sions. This is because our pension funds own shares in 
big businesses whose value would go down if they 
were taken over by the state. Or so the story goes. 

In fact the giant pension funds are themselves an 
ideal target for nationalisation. The well-paid elite of 
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professional fund managers play the markets with our 
money as if they owned our pensions. So why not na- 
tionalise and combine the funds. That way the state 
could guarantee the value of all our pensions, wiping 
out the fear that accompanies the retirement plans of 
millions. 

Some say that the sheer size of the industrial, retail 
and banking monopolies, each with their own complex 
hi-tech planning, makes taking them into social own- 
ership too difficult. But in fact wholesale nationalisa- 
tion will be a far simpler task than it was 50 or 100 
years ago. This is because the dog eat dog competition 
endemic to capitalism has created fewer and fewer mo- 
nopolies. They might be bigger but there are fewer of 
them and they already possess the data, systems, lo- 
gistics and planning needed to organise production and 
distribution on a vast scale. They just need to be in the 
right hands. 

The great socialist thinker Karl Marx noticed this 
trend nearly 150 years ago. In his masterwork Capital 
he said “Centralisation of the means of production and 
socialisation of labour at last reach a point where they 
become incompatible with their capitalist integument 
[outer shell]. This integument is burst asunder. The 
knell of capitalist private property sounds. The expro- 
priators are expropriated.” 

The trend under capitalism points the way to the so- 
cialist future. It is for the labour movement to make it 
happen. 

When the Tories and the bosses blame market forces 
for disasters like the collapse of the steel industry, 
Labour does not need to accept their rotten logic. Na- 
tionalisation of all firms or industries declaring redun- 
dancies or closures, under workers’ control and with 
no compensation, is a realistic and progressive alter- 
native. Above all, a network of nationalised industries 
could be integrated into an overarching economic plan, 
producing for need not greed. By nationalising the 
banks we could create a national investment bank 
under the direct democratic control of the working 
class majority. Investment could be directed to create 
useful, sustainable jobs for all. 

Even with a huge majority, a Labour government 
would meet powerful resistance from the unelected 
parts of the British state. 

So to create a planned economy the next Labour 
government will need to break with the capitalists al- 
together and form a workers’ government. It will take 
a revolution to “expropriate the expropriators”’. 
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